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The Buck Stops Here

Polluters are Paying for Most
Hazardous Waste Cleanups

Cleaning up hazardous wastsituations where the public is
is Superfund’s highest priority. at immediate risk from the
And the public’s demand thatcontamination, EPA will use the
polluters pay for cleanup alsoTrust Fund to pay for initial
makes it critical that EPA find cleanups and look for and
those who are responsible. Anegotiate with the polluters latet.
more and more Superfund siteswhenever theTrust Fund is
polluters are “stepping up to theused, EPA attempts tecover
plate” to clean contaminated airthe cost of cleanup by taking
soil, groundwater, and surfacdegal actions, if necessary,
water. This cooperation, coupl-against those responsible.
ed with EPA’s enforcement Regardless ofvho is res-
activity, isincreasing the numberponsible for contaminating the
of polluters involved in cleanup environment andavho pays for
activities. In fact, in 1995, the cleanup in the long run|
those responsible for contam- reducing the threat to the publi
ination performed 75% of newand the environment is EPA’$

(9]

Did You

Know...?

In 1995 alone, over $670
million was spent cleaning
up hazardous waste.

In 1995, polluters performed
75% of new Superfund
cleanups.

78% of the Superfund Trust
Fund has come from chemi-
cal, petroleum, and corpo-
rate taxes.

62% of the Trust Fund has
been spent on site cleanup
response.

700,000 tons of hazardous
waste are produced in
America every day.

Superfund cleanups and, sincéirst and foremost concern.
1980, have committed to pay

more than $11 billion toward
these cleanups (see graph).

When those responsible fol 1h0se Responsible for Confamination
hazardous waste contaminatio] Have Committed fo Pay Over $11 Billion

cannot be found or are unablet{ From 1980 to 1995
pay, EPA uses money from the
Trust Fund, known as the
Superfund, to clean up the wors
of these sites. The Trust Fund i
financed mostly through a
special tax on the petroleum an
chemical industries, and from
environmental taxes collected
from industries whose
production has an impact on thg
environment. In emergency




A Nation Dealing With Hazardous Waste

What is the Problem...

Even though we know more about reducing andL,500 times.
controlling hazardous waste today than we didinthe The waste comes from pal landfills, a combination
past, America still produces 700,000 tons of hazardmany sources. Most of it is relatively harmless household
ous waste every day. That adds up to 250 milliontonproduced by manufacturers waste and some industrial

Municipal
Landfills

Non- —

manufacturing

28%

Types of PRPs at Superfund Sites

Manufacturing

7
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...and How Do We

Pay for Cleanup?

Superfund requires those
responsible for hazardous
waste sites to pay for or pefr-
form the cleanup. After a sit
is discovered and any imme-

per year—enough to fill the manufacturing, such as goy-
Superdome in New Orleans ernments, the military, hospj-
tals, and universities. Munic|-

including makers of chemi- waste, also are a part of the
cals, petroleum, metal, tex- hazardous waste proble
tiles, and electric equipment, Certain hazardous wastes
aswellas businessesthattreatmore harmful than others.
wood, produce food and pa- Some of these wastes have not
per, and undertake construc- been safely handled and haye
tion. Other sources are non- polluted the environment.

...Who is Responsible...

Today we have the technolparties did not break existing
ogy and the laws to controllaws when they disposed of
hazardous waste production antheir hazardous wastes. How-
disposal. Butyesterday's wastever, under today's tougher
sites still exist. Figuring out environmental laws, they are
who is responsible for cleanup i€onsidered responsible if they
a big job. caused the waste or even car-

The public has demandedied waste to aite. The PRPs
that those who produced andbr a Superfund site can in-
handled the waste clean it upclude large or small compa-
At Superfund sites, EPA triesnies, past or present owners,
to identify those likely to be individuals, and even Federal

diate dangers are taken care responsible for causing or conagencies. Often a site, such as

of, EPA begins to search for

tributing to the hazardous wasta landfill, will have hundreds

the PRPs. Some of the searfich contamination. They are callecdf PRPs because many differ-

techniques EPA uses are fe-

viewing site files, looking fo
names on drums or other

“potentially responsible par-ent individuals and groups
ties,” or PRPs. Many of theséhave stored or sentwaste there.

materials on site, and inte*
viewing former employees c

and money in the long run. If the PRPs do not cooperate, EPA cat

neighbors of the site. Onc : either get a court order requiring them to perform the cleanup or
PRPs are located, EPA sen Isconduct the cleanup itself using the Trust Fund. If EPA conducts

them notice letters. A notic
letter summarizes informe
tion EPA has used to identif

the cleanup, the Agency can then recover in court up to three time
the amount of the cost of cleanup plus penalties. The Trust Func
also pays for cleanup if PRPs cannot be found or if they are unabl

the PRPs and encourag sor unwilling to pay.

them to work with EPA tc

Sharing in Federal cleanup costs are the states where sites a

agree on cleanup respon: -located. States must contribute at least 10% of these cleanup cos

bility for the site.

PRPs may be responsib 2

for the entire cost of thi
cleanup; therefore, negotia
ing a fair cleanup plan witl
EPA early will save them tim:

and are responsible for the operation and maintenance of the site:

When EPA does negotiate a cleanup plan with the PRPSg, site

work begins under EPA supervision. This agreement with ARPs

- enables the parties involved to develop a fair cleanup plan anc
quickly and efficiently make sites safe again for people and the
environment/]




Superfund’s Trust Fund

Aiming Dollars at Cleanups

People sometimes imagine How has the Trust Fundised to research and develop
expensive lawyers, endlessmoneybeenspent? The illustrarew cleanup technologies, and
courtroom battles, and lawsuitstion below shows that most ofvere distributed to other EPA
when Superfund is discussed Superfund’s 1995 budget wasffices and Federal agencies.
In fact, EPA spends 62% of thespent on site cleanup responsor example, every year the
Trust Fund on actual site This includes testing and samAgency for Toxic Substances
cleanup. Enforcement activi- pling, relocating affected peopleand Disease Registry receives
ties, such as suing potentiallyor providing them with alternateTrust Fund money to perforn
responsible parties (PRPs) towater supplies, running comeritical health studies at
recover cleanup costs andmunity outreach programs, aSuperfund sites. The remair}-
negotiating court orders, use well as managing and conducing 9% of the Trust Fund was$
only 15%. Since 1987, ing site cleanups. Some of thesed to manage Superfund pr
Superfund has collected $1.6Trust Fund dollars also wergram activities. 0
billion through cost recovery Ressarch and
efforts. Dawalapmant

In most cases, Trust Fund Aanagarnant

. 9 Suppt _
money is used to clean up sites g, )
where there is very little hope
of either finding those respon-  ifier Federai

. . Agencias
sible, or getting them to pay 105
for or conduct the cleanup. For
example, if a site or an area of
contamination is discovered Claanup
but the polluting company has R"?;‘i"*‘*

Efmarcamant -

gone bankrupt, the Trust Fund 150
takes over. The Trust Fund is
authorized by Congress as part
of the Superfund law, and the
money pays for everything re-
lated to cleanup from bulldoz- “

ers to file folders. How Superfund $$ Were Spent (1995)

=)
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What About the Little Guy?

EPA considers the amount arfok a neighborhood dry cleatieat protect small hazardous wasts
harmfulness of waste contributesent a small amount of hazardogsntributors from future legal
or the level of involvement at avaste to a landfill. For partiemctions brought by EPA or by
site when negotiating a cleanupontributing an even smalleother PRPs. This is animportant
plan with potentially responsiblemount of waste thade minimis benefit, because parties some
parties (PRPs). Some may hayarties, EPA uses the terde times sue each other for money
only contributed a small amountnicromis in an effort to lower their cleanup
of hazardous waste. Others may EPA works closely with bothcosts. De minimis and de
have contributed a large amourde minimisandde micromiPRPs micromissettlements sauine
but it might not have been verywhen negotiating for the cleanupand money for all parties in-
harmful. De minimis a Latin of a site. This allows small hazvolved and provide settlors with
term meaning “at the least,” deardous waste contributors to agreehigh level of confidence that
scribes these two types of PRRgtheir fair share of cleanup costiey have met their responsibili-
in the Superfund program. Foand complete the negotiation praies for a clean site.
example, ale minimiparty might cess. These settlements also O
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Working Together at Bypass 601

EPA and Polluters Launch a
Successful Joint Cleanup Effort

CONCORD, NORTH CARO- local area (including private (defined as thoseho had sent
LINA—AL first glance, the residencesandsmallbusinessedgss than atruckload of batteries
Bypass 601 GroundwaterHarmful contaminants such asor 40,000 Ibs to the site). Many
Contamination Superfund sitelead and sulfuric acid leaked intgoolluters could not be found.

in Concord, North Carolina the soil and groundwater. EPA Despite the variety and
seemed like a cleanup nightmarstudies revealed that site cleanupumber of PRPs at Bypass 601,
for EPA—4,000 possible would require solidification and EPA’s goal was to treat each one
polluters being investigated forstabilization of lead-contam-as fairly as possible. Highlights
serious lead contamination ofinated soils, and pumping andf EPA’s cleanup settlement
the site’s soil and groundwater treating of the contaminatedincluded cleanup agreements
However, thanks to agroundwater—carrying anwith 80 de minimis PRPs,
cooperative effort between EPAestimated $40 million price tag.protection for allde micromis
and the potentially responsible EPA identified the main and de minimis parties from
parties (PRPs), a fai : being sued by other
settlement  plan Working together, EPA and the prps, andilocation of

emerged that will potentially responsible parties $10 million from the
allow cleanup of thean-ived at a cost-effective way to Trust Fund to cover

site to move forward. polluters who were not
The plan calls for move cleanup fOI'WElI'd... found or could not pay

cleanup to be T cleanup. EPA also
by the polluters—based on thepolluter at the site as the owneencouraged other larger polluters
amount ohazardous waste theyand operator of the MSR facility.to join a steering committee,
contributed to the site—as wellHowever, the list of PRPswhichthennegotiated a separate
as by the Trust Fund, for the costincluded many more polluters.cleanup agreement with the
that cannot be covered by thdJnder Superfund law, peopleAgency. EPA will supervise the
polluters. who had sent or transporteccleanup activities. The

For a number of years,batteries to the site were liablesettlement also means EPA will
batteries were disposed of afor cleanup. This raised theget back 100% of the money it
the Martin Scrap Recycling number of PRPs to more tharhad already spent at the site.
(MSR) facility located on 4,000. EPA classified 2,400 of Working together, EPA and
Bypass 601. Once the leadhem asde micromigparties (at the PRPs arrived at a cost-
plates were removed for scrapthis site, defined as those partiesffective way to move cleanup
the leftover casings were buriedvho had sent fewer than 10 leadorward at the Bypass 601
in the ground at the facility, andbatteries or less than 200 Ibsfsroundwater Contamination
at ten other source areas in thandanother 115 ade minimis site.

For More Information on the Superfund Program...

EPA Superfund Hotline
(800) 424-9346 or TDD: (800) 553-7672
Internet: www.epa.gov/epaoswer/hotline/
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Information Resources Center
(202) 260-5922, 401 M Street, SW, Washington, DC 20460;
Internet: www.epa.gov/epapages/natlibra/hgirc/services.htm




